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DETAILED ACTION 

• This office action is responsive to the following communication: 
Amendment filed on 06/06/2008. 

• Claims 1-14, 25-29 are currently pending in the application. 



Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -1 9 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-2, 8-10, 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Kuroyanagi (US 6,597,469). 



Regarding claim 1, Kuroyanagi '469 discloses a print auditing network 
(Fig. 1), comprising: 

a client (Client user 20, fig. 1 ) that originates a print job for printing (i.e., a 
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common output apparatus for print jobs requested by client users on a network 
and received from the network; Col. 2, lines 42-45), the print job including 
parametric data associated with the print job (i.e., a print job requested by each 
client user assigned a specific print job management identification number, 
instructing the composite function image forming apparatus to print out the 
received print job; Col. 2, lines 53-56); 

a printer (Image Input Device 200, fig. 1) in data communication (Network 
1 0, fig. 1 ) with the client that is employed to print the print job (i.e., the image 
input/output device comprises: second storage means for storing second 
identification information for identifying a client requested a copy job by the 
reader unit and the printer unit; Col. 5, lines 23-26), the print job being 
transmitted from the client to the printer (i.e., a print job requested by the client 
20 and an inquiry command for an output state of the print job; Col. 10, lines 61- 
62); 

a print job aggregator (330/340, fig. 2C) in data communication 
(Input/Output Interface 310, fig. 2C) with the client and the printer (i.e., a 
department manage server 300 connected to the network for managing the 
number of outputs of the print and copy jobs; Col. 8, lines 50-55); 

a client agent (a copy job requested by each user assigned a specific copy 
job management identification number, col. 9, lines 1-5) executed in the client to 
provide a first report of the parametric data associated with the print job to the 
print job aggregator (i.e., the department manage server 300 receives from the 
network 10 the output number managed in correspondence with the copy ID by 
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the copy job output number management function of the image input/output 
device 200; Col. 9, lines 8-1 1 , figs. 1 , 2C); 

a print agent (270, fig. 2B) executed in the printer (i.e., a departmental 
copy counter table 270 is used which manages the output number of a copy job 
in correspondence with each copy ID; Col. 10, lines 19-45, fig. 2B) to provide a 
second report of the parametric data (ID, Monochrome and Color of Counter 
Table 270, fig. 2B) associated with the print job to the print job aggregator after 
the print job is finished printing (i.e., in response to a request instruction issued 
from the department manage server 300, the output numbers and corresponding 
copy ID's written in the departmental copy counter table 270 are transferred via 
the network 10 to the department manage server 300 which calculates a total 
sum of the output numbers of each print job and corresponding copy job; Col. 10, 
lines 48-55), where the print job aggregator stores the first and second reports of 
the parametric data in a memory (i.e., departmental counter table 340 in a 
memory of the department manage server 300 for totaling and storing for each 
piece of the identification information; Col. 22, lines 1-7). 

Regarding claim 2, Kuroyanagi '469 discloses the print auditing network 
(Fig. 1 ), further comprising: 

a print server (Print Server 100, fig. 1) in data communication (Network 10, 
fig. 1) with the client (Client user 20, fig. 1), the printer (Image Input device 200, 
fig. 1) and the print job aggregator (330/340 of Manage server 300, fig. 2C); 

a print server agent (140, fig. 2A) executed in the print server (100, fig. 2A) 
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to provide a third report (Print Job 131, fig. 2A) of the parametric data (140, fig. 
2A) associated with the print job to the print job aggregator (i.e., the print server 
100 receives from the client 20 via the network 10 a print job requested by each 
user assigned a specific print job management identification number (hereinafter 
called a print ID), instructs the image input/output device 200 to output the 
received print job, and manages the number of print outputs of the print job in 
correspondence with the print ID of the user; Col. 9, lines 1-7). 

Regarding claim 8, claim 8 is the method claim of device claim 1 . 
Therefore, method claim 8 is rejected for the reason given in device claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 9, Kuroyanagi '469 discloses the method, further 
comprising updating the parametric data of the print job in the printer during 
printing (i.e., the output number counted for this copy job is added to the output 
number registered in the departmental copy counter table 270 corresponding to 
the entered copy ID to update the contents of the departmental copy counter 
table 270 so as to have the addition result; Col. 10, lines 30-35, fig. 2B). 

Regarding claim 10, Kuroyanagi '469 discloses the method (Fig. 1), 
wherein transmitting the print job from the client (Client 20, fig. 1) to the printer 
(Image Input device 200, fig. 1 ) further comprises: 

transmitting the print job from the client to a print server that is in data 
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communication with the client (i.e., the print server receives from the network a 
print job requested by each client user assigned a specific print job management 
identification number; Col. 3, lines 25-30); 

transmitting the print job (Print Job 1 31 , fig. 2A) from the print server (1 00, 
fig. 2A) to the printer (I200, fig. 2B) that is in data communication (210, fig. 2B) 
with the print server (i.e., instructs the composite function image forming 
apparatus to print out the received print job, and manages the number of print 
outputs of the print job in correspondence with the print job management 
identification number; Col. 3, lines 29-32); 

the method further comprising transmitting a third report of the parametric 
data from the print server to the print job aggregator (i.e., a print server 100 for 
receiving from the network 10 a print job requested by the client 20 and 
managing the number of outputs of the received print job; and a department 
manage server 300 connected to the network for managing the number of 
outputs of the print and copy jobs; Col. 8, lines 50-55). 

Regarding claim 25, Kuroyanagi '469 discloses a print auditing network 
(Fig. 1), comprising: 

a client (Client user 20, fig. 1 ) that originates a print job for printing (i.e., a 
common output apparatus for print jobs requested by client users on a network 
and received from the network; Col. 2, lines 42-45), the print job including 
parametric data associated with the print job (i.e., a print job requested by each 
client user assigned a specific print job management identification number, 
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instructing the composite function image forming apparatus to print out the 
received print job; Col. 2, lines 53-56); 

a printer (Image Input Device 200, fig. 1) in data communication (Network 
1 0, fig. 1 ) with the client that is employed to print the print job (i.e., the image 
input/output device comprises: second storage means for storing second 
identification information for identifying a client requested a copy job by the 
reader unit and the printer unit; Col. 5, lines 23-26), the print job being 
transmitted from the client to the printer (i.e., a print job requested by the client 
20 and an inquiry command for an output state of the print job; Col. 10, lines 61- 
62); 

a print job aggregator (330/340, fig. 2C) in data communication 
(Input/Output Interface 310, fig. 2C) with the client and the printer (i.e., a 
department manage server 300 connected to the network for managing the 
number of outputs of the print and copy jobs; Col. 8, lines 50-55); 

means (a copy job requested by each user assigned a specific copy job 
management identification number, col. 9, lines 1-5) in the client for providing a 
first report of the parametric data associated with the print job to the print job 
aggregator (i.e., the department manage server 300 receives from the network 
10 the output number managed in correspondence with the copy ID by the copy 
job output number management function of the image input/output device 200; 
Col. 9, lines 8-11, figs. 1, 2C); 

means (270, fig. 2B) in the printer (i.e., a departmental copy counter table 
270 is used which manages the output number of a copy job in correspondence 
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with each copy ID; Col. 10, lines 19-45, fig. 2B) for providing a second report of 
the parametric data (ID, Monochrome and Color of Counter Table 270, fig. 2B) 
associated with the print job to the print job aggregator after the print job is 
finished printing (i.e., in response to a request instruction issued from the 
department manage server 300, the output numbers and corresponding copy 
ID's written in the departmental copy counter table 270 are transferred via the 
network 10 to the department manage server 300 which calculates a total sum of 
the output numbers of each print job and corresponding copy job; Col. 1 0, lines 
48-55), where the print job aggregator stores the first and second reports of the 
parametric data in a memory (i.e., departmental counter table 340 in a memory of 
the department manage server 300 for totaling and storing for each piece of the 
identification information; Col. 22, lines 1-7). 

Regarding claim 26, Kuroyanagi '469 discloses the print auditing network 
(Fig. 1 ), further comprising: 

a print server (Print Server 100, fig. 1) in data communication (Network 10, 
fig. 1 ) with the client (Client user 20, fig. 1 ), the printer and the print job 
aggregator (330/340 of Manage server 300, fig. 2C); 

means (140, fig. 2A) in the print server (100, fig. 2A) for providing a third 
report (Print Job 131, fig. 2A) of the parametric data (140, fig. 2A) associated with 
the print job to the print job aggregator (i.e., the print server 100 receives from 
the client 20 via the network 10 a print job requested by each user assigned a 
specific print job management identification number (hereinafter called a print 
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ID), instructs the image input/output device 200 to output the received print job, 
and manages the number of print outputs of the print job in correspondence with 
the print ID of the user; Col. 9, lines 1-7). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

5. Claims 3-4, 1 1 , 27-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kuroyanagi (US 6,597,469) in view of Ferlitsch (US 
2003/0090705). 

Regarding claim 3, Kuroyanagi '469 does not explicitly show the print 
auditing network, wherein the parametric data is included in a header associated 
with the print job. 

However, the above-mentioned claimed limitation is well known in the art 
as evidenced by Ferlitsch '705. In particular, Ferlitsch '705 teaches the print 
auditing network (56, fig. 2), wherein the parametric data (PJL Print Job Header 
140b, fig. 3D) is included in a header associated with the print job (the spool data 
contains a sequence of print job commands 140 (e.g. in a PJL, PCL, Postscript, 
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or other format) that describe the overall sheet assembly selections or 
requirements of the print job; Page 5, paragraph [0060], fig. 3D). 

In view of the above, having the system of Kuroyanagi and then given the 
well-established teaching of Ferlitsch, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify the 
system of Kuroyanagi as taught by Ferlitsch to include: The print auditing 
network, wherein the parametric data is included in a header associated with the 
print job, since Ferlitsch stated on page 1, paragraph [0005] that such a 
modification would ensure the emergence of software and hardware components 
of computer systems, users are able to employ the computer systems to perform 
a variety of tasks. 

Regarding claim 4, Kuroyanagi '469 does not explicitly show the print 
auditing network, wherein the parametric data is included in a header associated 
with the print job. 

However, the above-mentioned claimed limitation is well known in the art 
as evidenced by Ferlitsch '705. In particular, Ferlitsch '705 teaches the print 
auditing network (56, fig. 2), wherein the parametric data (PJL Print Job Header 
140b, fig. 3D) is included in a header associated with the print job (the spool data 
contains a sequence of print job commands 140 (e.g. in a PJL, PCL, Postscript, 
or other format) that describe the overall sheet assembly selections or 
requirements of the print job; Page 5, paragraph [0060], fig. 3D). 
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In view of the above, having the system of Kuroyanagi and then given the 
well-established teaching of Ferlitsch, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify the 
system of Kuroyanagi as taught by Ferlitsch to include: The print auditing 
network, wherein the parametric data is included in a header associated with the 
print job, since Ferlitsch stated on page 1, paragraph [0005] that such a 
modification would ensure the emergence of software and hardware components 
of computer systems, users are able to employ the computer systems to perform 
a variety of tasks. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , claim 1 1 is the method claim of device claim 3. 
Therefore, method claim 11 is rejected for the reason given in device claim 3. 

Regarding claim 27, Kuroyanagi '469 does not explicitly show the print 
auditing network, wherein the parametric data is included in a header associated 
with the print job. 

However, the above-mentioned claimed limitation is well known in the art 
as evidenced by Ferlitsch '705. In particular, Ferlitsch '705 teaches the print 
auditing network (56, fig. 2), wherein the parametric data (PJL Print Job Header 
140b, fig. 3D) is included in a header associated with the print job (the spool data 
contains a sequence of print job commands 140 (e.g. in a PJL, PCL, Postscript, 
or other format) that describe the overall sheet assembly selections or 
requirements of the print job; Page 5, paragraph [0060], fig. 3D). 
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In view of the above, having the system of Kuroyanagi and then given the 
well-established teaching of Ferlitsch, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify the 
system of Kuroyanagi as taught by Ferlitsch to include: The print auditing 
network, wherein the parametric data is included in a header associated with the 
print job, since Ferlitsch stated on page 1, paragraph [0005] that such a 
modification would ensure the emergence of software and hardware components 
of computer systems, users are able to employ the computer systems to perform 
a variety of tasks. 

Regarding claim 28, Kuroyanagi '469 does not explicitly show the print 
auditing network, wherein the parametric data is included in a header associated 
with the print job. 

However, the above-mentioned claimed limitation is well known in the art 
as evidenced by Ferlitsch '705. In particular, Ferlitsch '705 teaches the print 
auditing network (56, fig. 2), wherein the parametric data (PJL Print Job Header 
140b, fig. 3D) is included in a header associated with the print job (the spool data 
contains a sequence of print job commands 140 (e.g. in a PJL, PCL, Postscript, 
or other format) that describe the overall sheet assembly selections or 
requirements of the print job; See page 5, paragraph [0060], fig. 3D). 

In view of the above, having the system of Kuroyanagi and then given the 
well-established teaching of Ferlitsch, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify the 
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system of Kuroyanagi as taught by Ferlitsch to include: The print auditing 
network, wherein the parametric data is included in a header associated with the 
print job, since Ferlitsch stated on page 1, paragraph [0005] that such a 
modification would ensure the emergence of software and hardware components 
of computer systems, users are able to employ the computer systems to perform 
a variety of tasks. 

6. Claims 5, 12, 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kuroyanagi (US 6,597,469) in view of Ferlitsch (US 
2003/0090705), and further in view of Herbach et al. (US 2005/0097441). 

Regarding claim 5, the combination of Kuroyanagi '469 and Ferlitsch '705 
does not explicitly show the print auditing network, wherein a globally unique 
identifier is associated with each of the first, second, and third reports of the 
parametric data and the globally unique identifier is the same in the first, second 
and third reports. 

However, the above-mentioned claimed limitations are well known in the 
art as evidenced by Herbach '441 . In particular, Herbach '441 teaches the print 
auditing network (Network 100, fig. 1), wherein a globally unique identifier is 
associated with each of the first, second, and third reports of the parametric data 
(i.e., allocation of document tickets, each document that is secured on the server 
can be given a ticket with a GUID (global unique identifier); Page 10, paragraph 
[0104]) and the globally unique identifier is the same in the first, second and third 
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reports (i.e., an authentication procedure can even be changed between 
sequential actions on a document, and thus a new request 350 can result in a 
new authentication process 315 being delivered for the same action to be 
performed on an already delivered document; Page 5, paragraph [0062], fig. 3). 

In view of the above, having the combination system of Kuroyanagi and 
Ferlitsch and then given the well-established teaching of Herbach, it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to modify the system of Kuroyanagi and Ferlitsch as taught by 
Herbach to include: the print auditing network, wherein a globally unique identifier 
is associated with each of the first, second, and third reports of the parametric 
data and the globally unique identifier is the same in the first, second and third 
reports, since Herbach stated on page 1 , paragraph [0002] that such a 
modification would ensure providing persistent protection for documents by 
requiring the server to be contacted before a secured document can be opened. 

Regarding claim 1 2, claim 1 2 is the method claim of device claim 5. 
Therefore, method claim 12 is rejected for the reason given in device claim 5. 

Regarding claim 29, the combination of Kuroyanagi '469 and Ferlitsch '705 
does not explicitly show the print auditing network, wherein a globally unique 
identifier is associated with each of the first, second, and third reports of the 
parametric data and the globally unique identifier is the same in the first, second 
and third reports. 
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However, the above-mentioned claimed limitations are well known in the 
art as evidenced by Herbach '441. In particular, Herbach '441 teaches the print 
auditing network (Network 100, fig. 1), wherein a globally unique identifier is 
associated with each of the first, second, and third reports of the parametric data 
(i.e., allocation of document tickets, each document that is secured on the server 
can be given a ticket with a GUID (global unique identifier); Page 10, paragraph 
[0104]) and the globally unique identifier is the same in the first, second and third 
reports (i.e., an authentication procedure can even be changed between 
sequential actions on a document, and thus a new request 350 can result in a 
new authentication process 315 being delivered for the same action to be 
performed on an already delivered document; Page 5, paragraph [0062], fig. 3). 

In view of the above, having the combination system of Kuroyanagi and 
Ferlitsch and then given the well-established teaching of Herbach, it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to modify the system of Kuroyanagi and Ferlitsch as taught by 
Herbach to include: the print auditing network, wherein a globally unique identifier 
is associated with each of the first, second, and third reports of the parametric 
data and the globally unique identifier is the same in the first, second and third 
reports, since Herbach stated on page 1, paragraph [0002] that such a 
modification would ensure providing persistent protection for documents by 
requiring the server to be contacted before a secured document can be opened. 
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7. Claims 6-7, 13-14 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable 
subject matter: 



Regarding claim 6, the prior art of the record fails to show the print 
auditing network, wherein: 

the client agent provides the first report of the parametric data to the print 
job aggregator by transmitting a copy of the header of the print job to the print job 
aggregator before the print job is transmitted from the client to the print server; 

the print server agent provides the third report of the parametric data to 
the print job aggregator by transmitting a copy of the header to the print job 
aggregator before the print job is transmitted to the printer; 

the printer agent provides the second report of the parametric data to the 
print job aggregator by transmitting the header to the print job aggregator after 
the print job is finished printing. 

Regarding claim 7, the claim is allowable for the reasons given in claim 6. 

Regarding claim 13, the prior art of the record fails to show the method, 
wherein: 

the transmitting of the first report of the parametric data from the client to 
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the print job aggregator further comprises transmitting a copy of the header of the 
print job from the client to the print job aggregator; and 

the transmitting of the third report of the parametric data from the print 
server to the print job aggregator further comprises transmitting a copy of the 
header of the print job from the print server to the print job aggregator; and 

the transmitting of the second report of the parametric data from the 
printer to the print job aggregator further comprises transmitting a copy of the 
header of the print job to the print job aggregator. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Shapiro et al. (US 2005/0097061) discloses offline access in a document 
control system. 

Mastie et al. (US 6,373,585) discloses load balancing for processing a 
queue of print jobs. 

Stewart et al. (2004/0057075) discloses system, method and recordable 
medium for printing services over a network. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to ALLEN H. NGUYEN whose telephone 
number is (571)270-1229. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 
9:00 AM-6:00 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, King Poon can be reached on (571)-272-7440. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
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